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REMARKS 

Included herein is a request for a one-monfo extension of time along with the 
^propriate foe. 

In the Office Action mailed 7/7/2006, Claims 1-14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 12, first paragrai^ as foiling to comply with the written description requirem ent . Claims 
1-9 were further rejected under as being obvious under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) over the prior art 
Claims 10-14 appeared to be otherwise allowable if the §1 12 rejection could be overcome. 

Li response. Applicant and the Examiner conducted an interview on My 25, 2006. 
During tiiat interview, the Examiner kindly explained his q>ecific grounds for the §1 12 
rgection, namely, that the language on Page 1 1 of the Spemfication, as o riginally filed, 
contained confiising language that did not serve to adequately disclose the inventioiL In the 
course of dial interview (as documented in the Interview Summary prepared by die 
Examiner), new drawing Figure 5 was discussed. The Examiner deemed Figure 5 
(combined with the contents of Claim 10, as originally filed) to partially aide in id^tifying 
the location of tiie confusion, but re present an additional issue related to the potential for 
new matter being introduced in this new drawing figure. 

In response, Applicant has herein: 

1. replaced new drawing sheet 5 with the attached new drawing sheet 5 in response to 
the Draflsperson’s drawing review; 

2. made ame nd ment to the Description of the Drawings portion of the Specification to 
include new Figure 5; 

3. made amendment to the Detailed Description to correct tiie confusing language filed 
originally; and 



- 8 / 10 - 



Pft(£1im*RCVDAT11l7/20(i6 10:05:28 PM [Easteni Standard Tme]'SVR;USPTO{FXRF-2/2'DNIS;2738300*CSID:619S9^^^^ 




11/07/2006 19:14 



6196922003 



STEINS & ASSOCIATES 



PAGE 12 



4. made ammdment to Claim 1 to confonn to that oiigmal Claim 10 scope of 
disclosure (by essentially amending in the limitations of Claim 3); and 

5. made amendment to Claim 10 to provide even fufftier clarity regarding the details of 
the claimed invention (in view of the current understanding regarding the source of the 
confusion). 

Regarding the potential for new matter being entered by virtue of the addition of 
Figure 5 and its related description in the enclosed Specification amendment. Applicant 
respectfully asserts that these two amendm^ts simply correct a typographical error 
introduced by tixe undersigned. The inventive aspects contained within Figure 5 were in the 
inventor’s hands as of tire filing of tiie original Specification - Claim 10 makes this clear. 
Furthermore, if Examiner were to consider a sister plication to the present application, 
Ser. No. 10/785,353, filed on the same day as the instant application, Figure 6 contained 
therein (and the associated discussion related thereto) specifically refers to the relationship 
between the cross-over point and the connecting vectors. The Examiner, in his Action, 
paragraph 5, in feet directs Applicant to add reference to this application. The Examiner did 
make an error by specifying 10/785,356 as tire prop^ serial number (that in fact is the serial 
number of tiic instant application) - 10/785,353 is the application to vdiich referral is made 
through the original invention title as filed In the prior-filed provisional application (which 
included the entirety of the ‘353 Figure 6). As such, there is no new matto-, and this groimd 
for rejection would therefore respectfully be improper. 
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Applicant respectfully incorporates its previous arguments traversing ttie prior art 
rriections h^ein, and therefore req>ectfully asserts that all grounds for rejection have been, 
overcome. 



Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks. Applicant respectfully requests 
that the application be reconsidered, the claims be allowed, and the case passed to issue. 



RespecthiUy submitted, 
STEINS & ASSOCIATES 




Registration No. 40,1 $6 
2333 Camino del Rio South 
Suite 120 
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